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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-14, 16, and 18-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Greenstein et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,131,016). 

Regarding claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 9, 16, 18, 19, and 23-30, Greenstein et al 
(Greenstein) discloses a base station with two antenna elements for transmission 
diversity for OFDM signals, comprising: 

a plurality of antenna elements (15 and 16 in FIG. 2); 

a plurality of processing devices (FIG. 2) respectively connected to one of the 
antenna elements, and 

Greenstein teaches that a wireless terminal compares a phase of a pilot tone (a 
frequency subcarrier) transmitted by one antenna (antenna 15) with a phase of pilot 
tone transmitted by another antenna (antenna 16) (col. 3, lines 4-1 1 and col. 5, lines 8- 
11) and sends feedback information to the base station to adjust phases of signals 
transmitted by the antenna elements according to the result of the comparison. 
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Greenstein further teaches that the comparison process performed by the 
terminal could be done at the base station (col. 4, lines 13-19) as an alternative 
embodiment. 

In a such case, the base station compares a phase of a pilot tone (a frequency 
subcarrier) received by one antenna (antenna 15) with a phase of pilot tone received 
transmitted by another antenna (antenna 16) and the base station adjusts phases of 
signals transmitted by the antenna elements according to the result of the comparison. 

Regarding claims 4, 5, 11, and 12, Greenstein further discloses performing 
differential phase detection of successive received pilot tones, i.e., means for frequency 
adjusting phase differences of the subcarriers received respectively at one antenna 
element (col. 5, lines 8-10) and quantizing phase into K uniformly spaced values, i.e., 
averaging the phase differences (col. 5, lines 11-13). 

Regarding claims 3 and 10, Greenstein further discloses amplitude adjustment 
depending on subcarrier phase comparison (col. 5, lines 25-37). 

Regarding claim 8, Greenstein further discloses that quantizing about relative 
phases of the two channels into K uniformly spaced values, i.e., comparing is repeated 
at least twice to calculate an average value used for the step of adjusting. 

Regarding claim 13, refer to the discussion for claim 7. Greenstein discloses 
comparing only predetermined subcarriers (pilot tones) of different antenna elements. 

Regarding claim 14, Greenstein further discloses quantizing about relative 
phases of the two channels into K uniformly spaced values (col. 5, lines 11-13), i.e., 
correlating time domain data. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Greenstein et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,131,016) in view of Takai et al (U.S. Patent No. 
5,561,673). 

Regarding claim 15, refer to the discussion for claim 7. Greenstein further 
teaches that an antenna element carrying stronger signals is selected for further 
transmission, but Greenstein does not explicitly teach that one antenna is not used if a 
signal with amplitude below a predetermined threshold is received form the antenna 
element. 

Takai et al (Takai) teaches a method of antenna switched diversity based on a 
threshold as recited in claim (col. 2, lines 3-7). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
the method of Takai into Greenstein to use antenna elements efficiently. 

5. Claims 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Greenstein et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,131,016). 

Regarding claim 17, refer to the discussion for claim 1 , however, Greenstein 
does not explicitly teach that the method is executed by software. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
software to perform a method to take advantage of using the software (programmable). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 8/1/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1-14, 16 and 18-30, Applicant argues (Remarks page 12) that 
a single antenna is utilized to receive and analyze the OFDM signals in the Greenstein 
reference, while a plurality of antennas are utilized for that in the present application. 
Examiner disagrees. However, referring to col. 4, lines 13-19 and FIG. 2B, Greenstein 
teaches an alternative embodiment, wherein a plurality of antennas (15 and 16) of the 
base station is utilized to receive and analyze OFDM signals (pilot tones) and then the 
base station (a transmission diversity device) adjusts a phase of each subcarrier for the 
subsequent transmission as recited in the claims. 

Regarding claim 15, Applicant argues (Remarks page 13) the same as claim 1 . 
See the response as discussed above. . 

Regarding claim17, Applicant argues (Remarks page 14) the same as claim 1. 
See the response as discussed above. 

For the reasons as discussed above, Examiner believes that the claim rejection 
is proper. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Soon D. Hyun whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3121. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi H. Pham can be reached on 571-272-3179. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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